

Honorable Lawson B. Knott, Jr e 
Administrator of General Services 
general Services Building 
Eighteenth and F Streets N.W 0 
Washington, D.C. 200405 

Dear Mr. Knott: 
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the United States holds title but which are not in fact 
covered by. the Act, Applying this test, I am satisfied 
that the casket is not such an item. The casket was not 
an exhibit considered by the Commission. The report of 
the Commission alludes to the fact that a casket was ob- 
tained immediately after the President was pronounced dead, 
but there is no suggestion that the Commission considered 
the casket as having evidentiary value. 

Moreover, I am unable to conceive of any manner in 
which the casket could have an' evidentiary value. Nor 
can I conceive of any reason why the national interest 
would require its preservation. It is obvious that it 
could never be used for burial purposes and its public 
display would be extremely offensive and contrary to 
public policy. Finally, so long as the casket remains 
in being, there is always a possibility that it could be 
misused or misappropriated. 

Consequently, I am of the view that the reasons for 
destroying the casket completely outweigh the reasons, if 
any, that might exist for preserving it. 

Sincerely, 

* Attorney General 



